. Age-specific force of infection estimates from a piece-wise catalytic model with six age groups and age-seroprevalence curves by species. The model fit is plotted as a line, age group seroprevalence estimates as points, and the age-specific FOI estimates as a step function. Figure S2 . Age-specific force of infection estimates from a piece-wise catalytic model with five age groups and age-seroprevalence curves by species. The model fit is plotted as a line, age group seroprevalence estimates as points, and the age-specific FOI estimates as a step function. Figure S3 . Logistic regression estimates of the impact of age, management, and sex on PPRV seroconversion. Reference group: male agropastoral cattle in age group 1. Management has a greater risk ratio and greater impact than all but the oldest age group(s).
Supplemental Text. Additional References that Tested the Significance of Age for PPRV Seroprevalence Significant Age
The significance of age is supported by twenty-one studies that investigated two [3] [4] [5] [6] [7] [8] , three [9, 10, 19, 20, [11] [12] [13] [14] [15] [16] [17] [18] , four (Dejene 2016, unpublished master thesis) [21, 22] , or five [23] age groups and also found PPRV seroprevalence to increase with age. Four studies reported a significant effect of age, but did not find that PPRV seroprevalence increased with age [8, [24] [25] [26] as would be expected with a fully immunizing infection.
Non-significant Age
The thirteen studies that found no significant effect of age had an unknown amount of age groups [27] , two age groups [28] [29] [30] [31] [32] [33] [34] [35] [36] [37] , or three age groups [38, 39] .
